[ Efficiency vs vertpos |

efficiency vs vert r

Ratio

Efficiend

efficiency vs vert z

Ratio

0.8¢
0.7%—----------; --------------------------------------
0.6 ++ pr b
oo N
19 S U S
I SESRNS SS— b,
O SO SN b
01— ----------------------------------------
AT
ALY
0.95!

1072

10 0?
TP vertr (cn%)

[ fake+duplicates vs vertr |

fake+duplicates vs. r

Ratio

=

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

=

0.95!

—=— DQM_CKFFit_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFitOLD_1000evt
—— DQM_MKFitREFitOLD_1000evt

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

e

|||llluléulll||||

10 20 30
TP vert z (cm)

-10 0

[ Efficiency vs. sim PV z |

efficiency vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

=

0%55"15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

fake+duplicates vs. z

Ratio

0.8~

0.6~

0.4~

0.2~

fa) HY

................................................

e
TTTT [T

|||lll .nll|||
B

-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

[ fake+duplicates vs Sim. PV z |

fake+duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8

%55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


